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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 28 June 2006 have been fully considered and they 
are persuasive with respect to the prior art of Wang. The prior art of Fujuki (USPN 
6,542,254) does not specifically teach of a device having a stop button, Fujuki discloses 
a control panel having function keys that would allow a user to manually disconnect the 
connection to the service provider as well as halt email communication. As disclosed at 
col. 5, lines 26-40, Fujuki teaches that when the user attempts to send facsimile data 
(step S5), email reception is terminated and the connection to the service provider is 
terminated (step S7). By manually using control panel (keypad) 5 a user can transmit 
facsimile data (col. 5, lines 10-14), which would terminate ISP connectivity. The keypad 
5 contains function keys (which are programmable) for operating the facsimile device 
(col. 4, lines 12-15). Ozaki etal is relied upon for the function of denying 
communication using a denial button and this functionality combined with a function key 
of Fujiki would read on claims 1 and 8. 

2. With respect to claims 7 and 10, Sekiguchi teaches of a fax device 1-11 
containing a CPU 10-3 that receives header information from a server 1-10 regarding 
the size or ‘Mail Data Amount’ of an email message. The ‘Mail Data Amount’ is not an 
email message that is received, but information data that describes the email prior to 
being received. The CPU 10-3 determines if information in the header is agreeable 
(e.g., having sufficient memory space as compared with the ‘Mail Data Amount’) prior to 
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receiving the email message and is thus able to filter/block retrieval of the email 
message. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sekiguchi (USPN 6,898,627 B1) in view of Ozaki et al (USPN 5,933,478 A). 

With respect to claim 7, Sekiguchi disclose a diaFup Internet facsimile apparatus 
(email/fax machine 1-11 with a block diagram in Fig. 11) configured to receive an email 
from a service provider, the email comprising a header and a body, the Internet 
facsimile apparatus comprising: 

a modem (line interface 10-6 includes a modem, col. 4, lines 21-22) that makes a 
dial-up connection to the service provider of e-mail via a telephone line; 

an e-mail receiver (CPU 10-3 receives information data indicative of emails 
stored on server 1-10 which include ‘Mail Data Amount’, col. 7, lines 45-56) that 
receives data regarding a size of the e-mail (‘Mail Data Amount’) from the service 
provider before receiving the e-mail, 

skips reception of the e-mail with the received size data when the received size 
data of the e-mail exceeds a predetermined value, and 
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Sekiguchi does not disclose proceeding to reception of a next e-mail without 
receiving either the header or the body of the e-mail data with the received size data 
when the received size data of the e-mail exceeds a predetermined value, and 
proceeds to reception of a next e-mail without receiving either the header or the body of 
the e-mail with the received size, wherein the e-mail receiver receives the next e-mail 
without receiving the skipped e-mail, when the size data of the next e-mail does not 
exceed the predetermined value. 

Ozaki et al teaches checking, prior to starting the fetching of an email, whether 
there is sufficient storage space for storing the email(s), col. 13, lines 20-25. The 
system is obviously designed to fetch more than one email and therefore when there is 
smaller email, the system is provisioned to fetch based on the available storage space. 

Sekiguchi and Ozaki et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of email reception. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the size control fetching 
feature of Ozaki et al to the apparatus of Sekiguchi in order to obtain a device with an 
controlled fetching function. The motivation for doing so would be to efficiently fetch 
messages. 

With respect to claim 10, Sekiguchi disclose a method for receiving an e-mail, 
the email comprising a header and a body, the method comprising: 

making dial-up connection (using a line interface 10-6 that includes a modem, 
col. 4, lines 21-22) to a service provider of e-mail via telephone line; 
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receiving data regarding a size of the e-mail from the service provider before 
receiving the e-mail (CPU 10-3 receives information data indicative of emails stored on 
server 1-10 which include ‘Mail Data Amount’, col. 7, lines 45-56), and 

skipping reception of the e-mail with the received size data when the received 
size data of the e-mail exceeds a predetermined value (Examiner notes that the 
apparatus can filter wanted/unwanted emails based on the information data retrieved 
from the server 1-10) : 

Sekiguchi does not disclose proceeding to reception of a next e-mail without 
receiving either the header or the body of the e-mail with the received size; and 
receiving the next e-mail without receiving the skipped e-mail, when the size data of the 
next e-mail does not exceed the predetermined value. 

Ozaki et al teaches checking, prior to starting the fetching of an email, whether 
there is sufficient storage space for storing the email(s), col. 13, lines 20-25. The 
system is obviously designed to fetch more than one email and therefore when there is 
smaller email, the system is provisioned to fetch based on the available storage space. 

Sekiguchi and Ozaki et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of email reception. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the size control fetching 
feature of Ozaki et al to the apparatus of Sekiguchi in order to obtain a device with an 
controlled fetching function. The motivation for doing so would be to efficiently fetch 
messages. 
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4. Claims 1-5, 8, 9,11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fujuki (USPN 6,542,254 B1) in view of Ozaki et al (USPN 5,933,478 
A). 

With respect to claim 1, Fujuki discloses a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus, 
comprising: 

a modem (data modem 12, col. 3, lines 28-30) that makes a dial-up connection to 
a server provider of e-mail via a telephone line; 

an operation section that includes at least a start button (keypad 5 containing 
function keys for enabling operation of the fax device, col. 4, lines 11-14) and a stop 
button, the stop button being configured for disconnecting the connection to the service 
provider; and 

an e-mail receiver (facsimile device F, col. 4, lines 39-42) that receives e-mail 
data from the connected service provider (col. 5, lines 9-10) and that, when the stop 
button is operated while receiving the email e-mail data, disconnects the connection to 
the service provider (in Step 8, the connection with the ISP is disconnected and email 
reception is interrupted, col. 5, lines 26-34) without waiting for the completion of the e- 
mail data reception (step S7) and requiring operation of the start button to perform 
another communication. 

Fujuki does not disclose expressly a stop button. Ozaki et al teaches denial 
button 814 that is used to suspend E-mail communication (col 14, lines 1-7). Fujuki and 
Ozaki et al are analogous art because they are from the similar problem solving area of 
email reception. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
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ordinary skill in the art to add the interrupt button feature of Ozaki et al to the keypad 5 
function keys of Fujiki in order to obtain a device with an interrupt/stop button function. 
The motivation for doing so would be to interrupt communication using a stop button. 

With respect to claim 2, Fujuki discloses a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus 
according to the claim 1, wherein said e-mail reception section receives the e-mail data 
by a message unit (email reception from a server when connected to the ISP, col. 5, 
lines 9-10). 

With respect to claim 3, Fujuki discloses a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein said e-mail reception section, when receiving the e-mail 
data from the service provider, detects whether the e-mail data is the one that was 
disconnected without waiting for the completion of the e-mail data reception while being 
previously received (if there are remaining emails to be retrieved, the process returns to 
Step S4 to retrieve the unretrieved emails, col. 5, lines 19-22). 

With respect to claim 4, Fujuki discloses a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus, 
comprising: 

a modem (data modem 12, col. 3, lines 28-30) that makes a dial-up connection to 
a service provider of e-mail via a telephone line; 

an operation section that has a stop button (keypad 5 containing function keys for 
enabling operation of the fax device, col. 4, lines 11-14), and 

an e-mail reception section (facsimile device F, col. 4, lines 39-42) that receives 
e-mail from the connected service provider (col. 5, lines 9-10) and while receiving the e- 
mail data, interrupts the reception of the e-mail data from the service provider without 
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waiting for the completion of the e-mail data reception (in Step 8, the connection with 
the ISP is disconnected and email reception is interrupted, col. 5, lines 26-34), said 
reception section proceeding to the reception of the next e-mail data after the 
interruption in reception of the e-mail data (if there are remaining emails to be retrieved, 
the process returns to Step S4 to retrieve the unretrieved emails, col. 5, lines 19-22) 
without an intervening data reception communication. 

Fujuki does not disclose expressly a stop button that, when the stop button. 

Ozaki et al teaches a denial button 814 that is used to suspend E-mail communication 
(col 14, lines 1-7). Fujuki and Ozaki et al are analogous art because they are from the 
similar problem solving area of email reception. At the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the interrupt button 
feature of Ozaki et al to the keypad 5 function keys of Fujiki in order to obtain a device 
with an interrupt/stop button function. The motivation for doing so would be to interrupt 
communication using a stop button. 

Fujuki does not disclose that when the e-mail receiver interrupts reception of the 
e-mail data, the e-mail receiver identifies the e-mail data as e-mail data that has been 
received. 

Ozaki et al teaches of a display message of arrival of email (col 13, lines 26-40). 
Fujuki and Ozaki et al are analogous art because they are from the similar problem 
solving area of email reception. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the arrival notice feature of Ozaki et al to 
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the apparatus of Fujiki in order to obtain a device with a notification function. The 
motivation for doing so would be to monitor arriving messages. 

With respect to claim 5, Fujuki discloses a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus 
according to claim 4, wherein said e-mail reception section sets a flag when the e-mail 
reception is interrupted (if there are remaining emails to be retrieved, the process 
returns to Step S4 to retrieve the unretrieved emails, col. 5, lines 19-22). Examiner 
notes that it is obvious that a flag is set if the program initiates a return to Step S3 (see 
Fig. 2) to retrieve emails that weren’t downloaded to the facsimile apparatus F. 

Claim 8 is a method claim and is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. 

Claim 9 is a method claim and is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 

With respect to claim 11, Fujuki discloses a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus 
according to claim 1, 

wherein the receiver disconnects the connection without regard to progress of 
the e-mail data reception (in Step 8, the connection with the ISP is disconnected and 
email reception is interrupted , col. 5, lines 26-34). 

Claim 12 is a method claim and is rejected for the same reasons as claim'll. 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fujuki 
(USPN 6,542,254 B1) in view of Ozaki et al (USPN 5,933,478 A) and further in view of 
Sekiguchi (USPN 6,898,627 B1). 

With respect to claim 6, Fujuki in view of Ozaki et al do not disclose expressly 
disclose a dial-up Internet facsimile apparatus comprising an error notification section 
that transmits an error notification mail to the sender of the e-mail data when the e-mail 
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reception is interrupted Sekiguchi teaches a notification of unsuccessful communication 
(Fig. 2 uses ACK/NACK method to indicate successful transmission of messages). 

Fujuki and Ozaki et al are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of email communication. At the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the acknowledgement 
feature of Sekiguchi to Fujiki in view of Ozaki et al in order to obtain a device with a 
failure notification capability. The motivation for doing so would be to inform a sender 
that an email was not retrieved from the server. 

Claim 23 is a method claim and is rejected for the same reasons as claim 6. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 15-17 and 19-22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Lett whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7464. The examiner can normally be reached on 7-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 



